THB  RBV.  DR.  NEWMAN  AND  TUB 
JUSIiOP  or  X0B.W1CB. 

Wt  hat«  been  requMted  to  pablish  the  following 
Wtmpoudwce :— 

B«.  1. 
Mu  mnua  to  nn  Btraor  ot  votvioa. 

ThorW,  Iraltad,  Oolob#r  1 
Us  dMT  Lord— A  »Up  of  »  NonrUk  papw  ImImb  WU 
aw  wUok  porporu  U>  gi««  »  apweh  of  Um  "  Dwfcof  of  Ito 
Jhiit,"  liiBwMrt  ia  Bl.  Andrav^  Hall.  »t  »  ^mUbc  of 
|hoBriliibw<Porc%aHU*8oei«|y..  Tbo^tkoaMMoT 
IkodioeMote  not  •toUd.IoMrj^boMfaulMB.wiawtiMM 
||qiaHfUMW,teoMriUB;^.pMQhto70«lordAip.  Ttt 
lkMV»0«lM««0«fdyttlMl«attaiawodb«OBiya«dm  U, 
vUeb  OvUMMly  >«(»  W>  a*.  •hoaU  hafo  bMM  attwod  by  CM 
«hobwUkml,MMr,aiidlMBpMiitoiakis  gMmlJodr 
MMlBt  •■  yew  tonhbip. 

flM  «0f4»  MO  Umm  .— "  My  fmodi,  I  b»T«  hoard  wd  I 
MH  MM  OH  of  yoa  «b»  boM  boord  of  it  wUl  wliar*  wiih  mo 
i  ki  tbo  ilUMl  M  «oi  00  tiM  mrpriM  with  which  I  har* 
kMRl  oT  it — tbot  Iboro  i«  o  poblteadoa  eiroulued  Ihroofii 
Ikb  h«d»  tbo  rtrtotboM  of  Btbio  Cbriatiaoity— «  pabUo** 
«••  iMoUf  A><""> *bot  OhMoli  agoiiMt  vbieb  w«uo  pcoloit> 
ii^  Md  wblob  i>.  OB  tbo  olbor  boad.  tbo  itnii^Mld  «r 
k^Mui  ootboittgr— •  pobiioiitioa  bMioff  froot  OM  of  tbo  Morit 
lavaod  of  Hi  owboii,  o  mm  «bo.  by  bio  «ol  m  a  ooMort, 
mA  by  bb  podtioa  and  aeo«ptanc«  with  that  Cbwob, 
miiVi  to  tbo  oatbority  of  tbo  Charcb  itMit,  and  n- 
pntaoli  ili  dootriMi  ood  fMliDga— a  pubtioaMMi,  ■■  I 
hu—  bnri  vitb  ih—H,  nuA,  aJraired,  drooMod,  wbiob 
■Miatolos  tbot  tbo  inwDdary  aloriw  of  tboM  ptMrito  Mi. 
fMtoa,vbioh*I  biliu  oottt  aoorfiv  ProMlMHo UM«bt 
tbattboHwin  OMbolio*  111— wKm  boliovod— tint  Umoo  i 
liCMdotaMaeWM  fo M<|f  <|mI^  wkk tluU  wovd of  Ood  j 
mUik  iihiii  thoiiwolM  «(«ot  Qod,  m  rooovdod  is  Ibo  I 


Qoipok oad Ibdilbt  u1boitio/l><o«»wati*to«rtoriHr^ 
ttioA«r,«b«  ti wirtnito of  dUoMtoairfoito  /boociftooiio 
Iw  M««  rAoftl*c«raM«to^lbc«<*ir.'' 

Hm  ttanoiili  boM  iilModnilid  oa  an  M  ooatnnr  to 
fltetaaobJHf  of  tbo  ^ilbiMi  ObofNh  m  tboy  ou  bo  fo- 
pHBMMo  mr  oomolooo  of  ObiWoa  liMfc. 

■■OMO  C  00  il|lit  M  ooyyoHM  HH*  90O  dM  oot  loaity  is* 

nUHMtooMtlfcag  «s  aailatho  to  yoo  hr  piMam  *m 
>oHnrtiioHhaiiHl«|ftoiioaiMifM  ■aaa— t.    Bol if. 


wi  ■Jhnwtidat  tboiB  to  bo 

_li^tyowlori*lptotoi»  — 

work  of  aiao  to  «hWb  Onraio  oon- 


mn7«^  lU  lb«fty  of  baigb«  yoor  lorlibp  to  f^ 


I  Ota,  Biy  dotf  lord,  yoaio  vary  MtbAilly. 

Job*  H.  Vcwiuji. 


No.  2. 
TTHB  BISHOP  -OF  NORWIOar  TO  DR.  NEWMAN. 

London,  October  8.      i 

Myiilear  Newntam — As  I  have  already  replied  to  an  inquiry,  j 

'  the  saaie  as  th«*  which  you  make,  in  a  letter  to  the  Rev.  W.  ] 

Cobb,  Roman  CfctSioIic  priest  ia  Norwich,  I  enclose  a  copy  of  j 

that 'letter.  j 

If  I  have  misrepresented  you,  you  will,  I  hope,  believe  me 
Tvhen  I  say  <A»t  it  has  been  from  misunderstanding  you. 
Permit  me  to  «dd,  that  wh*t  has  misled  me  is  likely,  you 
may  be  sure,  to  mislead  others.  I  shall  rejoice,  therefore, 
at  any  public  ■statement  from  you  which  may  disabuse  your 
readers  of  ttise  impressions.  When  you  are  found  £o  be 
maintaining  -(as  you  appear  to  do)  that  the  miracles  of  the 
apostolic  *g«  were  only  the  beginning  of  a  like  miraculous 
•developmeat  to  be  manifested  and  accredited  through  suc- 
ceeding times,  and  professing  your  belief  in  the  facts  of  this 
further  miraculous  development,  in  terras  as  solemn  as  those 
ofS*  creed,  it  is  very  difficult  to  avoid  the  impression  that  the 
scriptural  narrative*  are  to  be  regarded  as  the  beginning  only 
of  a  series  of  the  like  histories,  partaking  of  their  credibility 
and  authority,  aWhough  the  one  may  be  called  Scripture  and 
the  oiiwr  legend. 

Time^^  circumstances  have  so  long  divided  us,  that  I  j 
ought  torl^logize  for  the  familiar  mode  in  which  I  have  * 
addressed  you  ;  but  your  handwriting  has  brought  back   on 
my  mind  other  days,  and  some  dear  friends,  who  were  then 
friebds  and  associates  of  both  of  us,  and  I  would  still  desire 
you  to  believe  me,  very  truly  yours,  8.  Norwich. 

No.  3  (enclosed  in  No.  2). 

THE  BISHOP  OF  NORWICH  TO  MR.  COBB. 

Athenaeum,  London,  October  6. 

Reverend  Sir — My  absence  from  home  when  your  letter 
was  delivered,  and  my  not  having  Dr.  Newman's  publications 
by  me  when  I  received  it  here,  have  caused  a  delay  in  my 
making  reply  to  your  inquiry.  The  work  to  which  I  alluded, 
when  1  stated,  in  St.  Andrew's  Uall,  that  he  asserted  for 
certain  legendary  accounts  of  miracles  the  same  credibility 
which  is  claimed  for  the  scriptural  narratives  and  statements 
of  miracles,  is  his  "  Lectures  on  Catholicism  in  England," 
more  particularly  lecture  vii.,  p.  298.  In  this  passage,  after 
discriminating  between  some  legends  and  others,  as  we  dis- 
criminate between  genuine  Scripture  and  that  which  is  either 
spurious  or  doubtful,  he  professes  bis  faith  in  those  the  au- 
thority of  which  he  pronounces  to  be  unquestionable  in 
terms  such  aa  these  ; — 

"  I  think  it  impossible  to  withstand  the  evidence  which  U 
brought  for  the  liquefaction  of  the  blood  of  St.  Jannarius  at 
Naples,  and  for  the  motion  of  the  eyes  of  the  pictures  of  the 
Madonna  iu  the  Roman  States.  .  ,  I  firnly  believe  that 
saints  in  their  life  times  have  before  now  raised  the  dead  to 
life,  crossed  the  sea  without  vessels,  multiplied  grain  and 
bread,  cured  incurable  diseases,  and  stopped  the  operation 
of  the  laws  of  the  universe  in  a  multitude  of  ways.  Many 
men,  when  they  hear  an  educated  man  so  speak,  will  at 
once  impute  the  avowal  to  insanity,  or  to  an  idiosyncrasy,  or 
to  imbecility  of  mind,  or  to  decrepitude  of  powers,  or  to 
fanaticism,  or  to  hypocrisy.  They  have  a  right  to  say  so  if 
they  will  ;  and  we  have  a  right  to  ask  them  why  they  do  not 
tay  it  of  Uiose  w/io  bow  down  before  the  mysteri/  of  mytteriet, 
til*  Divine  Incur  nation" 

He  pursues  the  same  view  in  his  volume  of  "  Discourses 
for  Mixed  Congregations,"  setting  aside,  as  a  thing  of  nought, 
the  essential  difference  between  the  claim  whicTi  Scripture 
bas  on  our  belief  in  miracles  related  there,  and  that  of 
buman  legends  for  the  like  statements,  and  recognizing  no 
diffurenco  but  that  of  the  marvellousnesa  of  the  things  re- 
lated in  the  one  or  in  the  other. 


MAm  (nMkiiiK  of  ProtMUnU)  hfty*  not  in  tbtm  Um 
■riMipNOC  nuih,  mtwi,  1  repaat  it,  it  i«  nothinc  to  tha  par- 
fM»  f  tag*  thai  ai  l«Mt  tWr  Imly  Mi***  aoit|MM<  to  b* 
ilM  word  of  Ood.    lo  truth,  ii  ia  WMh  to  tofMMi  tUl 


truth,! 

ptuiail 
pr^odie*  or  inwetarato  faeUaf  iapmni  o*  tbaa  wbaa  tbay 
varaobild 

iMatobti 


thair  ajaaytanoa  af  Soriptura  itwlf  k  nolfchig  battor  I 

laioataai 


vara  abildfan.    A  proaf  of  ifcia  k  thh    that  white  thfpn>- 
laailMakad  at  Okthalc  toiraelaaa  asd  m  Ml  d^v 


toaantha»*ypt  naaaaw/^lfty  htmm  j^tH^mHH 

rm$om  « cmy.  minkdh$  rteoiikd  <»  tfa  AtMory  oftk«$aiml». 
I  have  baard,  on  tba  eonlrarjr,  of  Gbliwlioi  who  hava  baas 
atertladak&ralreMliaf  in  Seriplara  lb*  narrativ*  of  th*  aih 
ia  th*  dalw*.  of  th*  Tower  of  Babal,  of  Balaam  and  Baiak, 
«f  the  braenlaa' fliicht  f^m  BcrptaadaMrmDaaintothapro- 
niaed  land,  and  of  Baaa's  aadoi  Saul's  r^Jaetiaa,  which  tha 
batlc  of  Prataataott  reoairo  without  aay  afbrt  of  mind."— 
paM217. 

In  hia  apoaefa  at  th*  Birmingham  maattng  h*  propoandad 
tba  Moa  Ti«w  in  toferenoa  to  God's  revtlation  through  na- 
tore,  as  h«  has,  in  th*  praeeding  passages,  in  rafcraaoa  to 
Ood  s  written  wotd.  U*  said,  ou  that  oeoasion,  If  hia  w«vii 
•re  rightly  reported,  '*  We  bate  no  highar  proof  of  tb*4**- 
ftriMa  of  natural  reiigion— «imIi  aa  th*  betag  of  a  Ood,  a  ral* 
■•f  rigbtMMl  wrou«r,  and  th*  Uw— thmi  we  hare  of  th* 
Jomiab  aystam,"  iodudiog,  I  mnit  presnm*,  all  those  legan- 
^Ury  statements  whieh  he  so  strongly  repreeents  sa  part  of 
that  system. 

It  would  b*  T«i7  aatiafaatonr  to  me  to  bar*  aay  aothorita- 
tive  disolaimar  of  that*  paUiaations  as  expooaots  of  yoor 
Church's  tVlowa  ;  for  tbair  alarm  me,  from  taafar  taad*aoy  to 
bring  into  discredit  that  faith  which,  notwithstanding  tb* 
aerions  differences  thst  ualiappily  diviiout,  we  still,  Ood  b* 
thanked,  hold  in  eoosmou,  and  ofa«rish  in  common. 

I  ought  to  add  that,  ia  giving  tboaa  last  words  whieh  yea 
kavaqaoted  from  the  aewapapara,  lb*  repott*rB  maat  bar* 
hoard  a*  liaBwfcelly,  or  hav*  mhaaprabaniiBdm*.  I  Ad  aot 
•ay  tbatPr.  aawtoaa  aaanted  for  lb*  minei**  ralalal  tai  tba 
SomiahlagaadsaeradibititTbaaad  apoa  tb«  foaodatiea  of 
Pirine  raroiatioo,  ao  lem  tW  tboa*  of  Seriptore.  What  I 
aaid  was,  that  b*  eWoMd  for  th*  miraelea  relatad  in  di* 
legends,  tb*  antbotahip  of  whieh  waa  bomaa,  Um  aaaa* 
amount  of  eradibihty  aa  for  tb*  miradaa  and  Divla*  B*r*> 
latioaa  VaeoMiad  fai  SeHptora,  th*  aaibwabip  *f  whieh  waa 
IMvia*:  tbae laadfa« hia raad«n «itb*r to lafa* th* aatbofity 
-   •        I,  «c  t«rMBf  down  tb* 


«r  th*k«Md*to«faa  of  Bariplav*,  or  Wkrimm  « 
aatbovity  of  Seriptar*  to  that  of  tb*  kgaada.  A*  kttarof 
which  appeared  to  aaa  to  be  lb*  aof*  Wufy  rwaH. 

I  am,  r*v.  air,  yoar  hMbftil  servant. 

B.  NOEWICH. 

So.  4. 

I>B.  inwitUI  to  THB  BUBOVOVaOBWICH. 

Oratory,  Biradagbaa.  Oelebar  11. 
My  dear  Lord— I  thaak  yoa  lar  tb*  Idad  loa*  <f 
ktt*r,  wMoh  it  wa*  vary  pliiiaal  to  aw  I*  lad  ■•  lib*  that 
9t  forator  tim*a,  aod  fartbaoooyyowtaeloaaaf  yoaranawar 
toMr.  Oobb. 
T*ar  Ipriibiali  words,  m  reportad  fa  tb*  Horwiob 
lbaaftottbatIb*ii*v«l 


I  to  lbaaAottbatrb*ii*v*d  th* 
t»  bar*  **  a  daim  to  b*li*f  aaaaTfy  w«lk  that  Word  of  Ood 
vfaleb  ralalaa  tiM  miriolM  «l  oar  Ood  as  rtoardad  ia  lb* 


gtmtkjTthUl  aad*  '*  th*  aalhuilto  of  Iha  — a  a*  tba 
5a2ari|y  of  tb*  Qthar,"  and  •*  tb* eiwMMty  «f  tba*waa 
baa*d  *•  a  fMMdaltoa  ao  Jmb  aar*  tbn  rtw  «aMili|r  if  (k* 
•UMr." 

ToatspiaiatbbiaaMlor  to  Mr.  0»bb  tbaa  t—"  I 
a*t  aay  that  t>r.  Wsawwa  aaaartad  for  tb*  ■iiaalsa  rai 
ia  tba  Boasisb  Imw  Ii  a  oradibilUy  baaed  apoa  tb*  foai 


tioB  ot  Divine  revelation,  no  less  than  those  of  Scripture. 
What  I  said  was,  that  he  claimed  for  the  miracles  related  in 
the  legends,  the  authorship  of  which  was  human,  the  same 
amount  of  a-edibUity  as  for  the  miracles  and  divine  revela- 
tions recorded  in  Scripture,  the  authership  of  which  was 
Pivine." 

Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  you  the  meaning  of  your  word 
"  credibility  V  for  it  seems  to  me  a  fallacy  is  involved  in  it. 
Archbishop  Whately  says  that  controversies  are  often  verbal ;  | 
I  CRnnot  help  being  quite  sure  that  your  lordship's  difficulty 
)a  of  this  nature. 

iR^hen  you  speak  of  a  miracle  being  credible,  you  must 
mean  on®  of  two  things  :  either  that  it  is  "  antecedently 
probable,"  or  verisimile — or  that  it  is  "  furnished  with  suffi- 
cient evideiice,"  or  proveaUe.  Inwhicb|of  these  senses  do  you 
use  the  word  ?  If  you  describe  me  as  saying  that  the  eccle- 
siastical miraC^^s  come  to  us  on  the  same  evidence  as  those  of 
Scripture  you  a^trihute  to  me  what  I  have  never  dreamed  of 
asserting  •  if  you  u.'^deratand  me  to  say  that  the  ecclesiastical 
miracles  we  on  the  stMue  lerel  of  asleeadeiit  piVbabUUy  with 

those  of  Scripture,  you  do  justice  to  my  meaning,  but  I  do^^ 
not  conceive  it  is  one  to  raise  "  disgust."  '     '" 

I  am  not  inventing  a  distinction  for  the   occasion;    it  l[al 
found  in  Archbishop  Whately'e  works  ;  and  I  have  puisned  I 
it  at  great  length  in  ray  "  University  Sermons,"  and  in  my  | 
"  Essay  on  Miracles,"  published  in  1843,  which  has  never 
been  answered  as  far  as  I  know,  and  a  copy  of  which  I  sh»U 
'  beff  to  present  to  your  lordship. 

First,  let  us  suppose  you  to  mean  by  "credible,"  antece- 
dently probable,  or  likely  (verisimile),  and  you  wil'^  then 
accuse  me  of  saying  that  the  ecclesiastical  miracles  are  as 
liJcely  as  those  of  Scripture.  What  is  there  extrer^e  or  dis- 
gusting in  such  a  sUtement  whether  you  agree  with  it  or 
not  ?  I  certainly  do  think,  that  the  ecclesiastical  miracle'i  ai-e 
as  credible  (in  this  p ..-ose)  as  the  Scripture  miracl  v^_nay 
more  so,  because  t^^y  come  after  Scripture,  and  fcHpture 
breaks  (as  it  r^^rt)  the  ice.  The  miracles  of  S'Vrvp^.ure  begin 
a  new  law  \  they  innovate  on  an  establishe*'  order.  There  is 
less  to  S'jrprise  in  a  second  miracle  thai\',n  ^  fif^^t^  j  do  not 
see  h-jw  it  can  be  denied  that  ec-'i^asticat  miracles,  as 
corjiii,ga/fe«- Scripture  miracles  l'-^^,  „ot  t«  bear  the  brunt 
Cf  that  antecedent  improbability  ,rt^',ch  attaches,  as  Hntne 
obpecte,  to  the  idea  of  a  vi'jiation  of  nature.  Ecclesiastical 
miracles  are  pro6a6J€,  because  Scripture  tniracles  are  ti-ue. 
This  is  all  I  have  "said,  oriaiplied,  in  tlie  two  passages  you 
have  quoted  from  rae,  as  is  evident  from  both  text  and 
oontoxt. 

As  to  the  Pstmer  of  the  two,  I  th^are  say,  that  if  Protes- 
tants are  eurpl-ised  at  my  having  no  difictdty  in  bclicvina; 
WJcfesiaatical  miracles,  I  have  a  right  to  ask  them  why  they 
tttve  no  diCcultv  in  believing  the  Incarnation.  Protestants 
find  a  difficulty  in  even  listening  to  evidence  ad<luced  for 
ecclesiastical  miracles.  I  have  none.  Why?  Because  the 
admitted  fact  of  the  Scripture  miracles  has  taken  away  what- 
ever p»'»»nd /acie  unlikelihood  attaches  to  them  as  a  vioUiion 
of  the  laws  of  nature.  My  whole  lecture  is  on  the  one  idea 
of  "  Assumed  Principles,"  or  anteoedent  judnments  or 
theories  ;  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  proof  or  evidence.  And 
so  of  the  second  passage.  I  liave  but  said  that  Protestants 
"have  no  difficulty  at  all  about  Scripture  miracles, which  are 
quite  as  difficult  to  reason  as  any  miracle  recorded  in  the 
history  of  the  saints."  Now,  I  really  cannot  conceive  a  thought-  ! 
ful  person  denying  that  the  history  of  the  ark  at  the  Deluge  is 
as  difficult  to  reason  as  a  saint  floating  on  his  cloak.  As  to  the 
third  paHHuge  you  quote  as  mine,  about  "  revelation  tbtough 
nature,"  and  the  "  Romish  system,"  and  the  "  leg^hfiary 
statementa."   I    know    nothing   about  it.    I  cannot   even 


ga«M  of  »)«*  WM><s  of  MiM  i»  w  tte  diMoction.  T«l*. 
••  th*  whM  Md  vImt*, tad  I  wttltfytoHiJM  Ml  what,  i 
rMlijTHkL.  ItHfMhmmiovmftnmmjnmmAiteXurM, 
•11  I  can  ny  h  that  wbM  I  spoke  I  mul  fcoa  »  prir  .uJ 
eopr,  Mid  what  I  printed  I  puMuhed,  and  wiMt  is  not  ir.  th« 
prated  ToiuM I  did  rot«y. 

Batamrfcr  tb*  weood  wnsc  of  th«  wwd  **  cre<  iibU." 
V*  7o«  nwdtm— J  BM  to  My  tba  tho  oaetMiaKioal  i  airaelM 
OMM  te  w  «k  M  Mod  proff  or  tTMHidt  M  tkoso  oT  8  oriptor*? 
ir  so,  I  MH««>  dMiaoUy,  I  kaf*  nM  «•  VDoh  Uiag  mj- 
»iwf«.  Tfao  8eript«««riiradeaw«arad»M«,  i«..p(OTMbU. 
oa  a  cronad  paeulW  te  thwmelvM,  on  «lM»uth<nity  of  Ood^ 
voH.  Obawva  aqr  exprcasioMi :  I  tkisi/k  it  "  impottible  to 
iMmiimmd  tkt  mikkmm  ^»4ioh  to  bfoaglit  for  the  liqueractioa 
«f  «U  Mood  «r  tk,  laaaariaa.*  Skoold  I  thus  speak  of 
ttar— inrtloa^f  Iia—inT  sliiiiiM  I  isj.  "  I  think  it  ira- 
tPOHiUo  to  (PtdtoMMd  tk$  eritkmce  tar  his  reauirection  V  I 
BaaaK  Ml  h^r  Prsa—tauU  wouU  speak,  but  a  Catholic 
would  ay,  <«  I  Wttooa  H  svidi  a  eerUinty  beyond  all  other 
entainty^ ^ God  km  apokaa."  Moreover,  1  believe  with  a 
like  porta ia<y  «<«ry  o&a  of  the  Scripture  miracles,  not 
only  that  anoattoe  and  propheU  "  in  their  lifetime  have 
MwviMwraiaedtliadead  to  life."  &c,  but  that  Eliaa  did 
thia,  BBd  8t.  Peter  did  that,  and  just  as  reUted,  and  so  all 
Uunn^  tba  whoia  cataloirue  o(  their  miracles.  On  the 
cAttmadt  aanlariaatiual  miraolea  may  be  believed,  one  more 
uaa  aaatbar,  and  aure  or  leaa  by  difleraot  persons.  This 
*  ^****,  aKpraaaii  in  words  vbieh  ocoar  iu  the 
paHBga  firoai  vbioh  you  qoote.  for,  after  sayini;  of  one,  "  I 
thinkit»Mpos*i6&towa(iMaN4irt«evsden(xfor''it,  I  say  of 
anothar  extraordinary  iaet  aa  aKm  tban,  "  I  see  no  reaaon 
to  dmiU  ^  it ;  and  of  a  third,  stiU  leaa.  "  /  do  mo<  $te  irhy  it 
mag  not"  be;  whereas,  whatever  God  has  said  in  to  be  bo- 
liared  abaolataly  and  by  all.  This  applies  to  the  account  of 
the  ark :  I  baliera  it,  thoagb  aiore  dificolt  to  tba  nm»oa, 
witba  Annoaaaqaitodiiafaai  boaa  (bat  witb  wbidi  I  b»>. 
baratta  aaoooal  of  a  saiatiB  OKMsiag  tbe  aaa  oa  bis oloak, 
tbOQgh  U$»  diScalt  to  the  reaaon  ;  for  the  one  oomea  to  me 
«a  tta  word  of  Qod,  the  other  on  the  word  of  man. 
.  1^>r*Ma«r  what  I  ba««  aaid  ia  ay  raeaat  leatora  ao^ai' 
to  thia:  that  Protaataala  aia  aaaat  faeewmaBl  and  mm- 
nded.fakn«/MM^  to  po  Mlotbf  raiiwc*  itr  aealMlMtfcal 
■fcaolaa,  arbiob.  oo  tba  fcat  falwb  of  tba  aiatter,  are  not 
ateaMT  tbaa  tboea  niiaelaa  of  Serlptafa  wUeb  tbey  happily 
pvOMa  to  adait.  How  to  tbto  tba  aaaM  as  ayinc  that 
**«»  tbanoaads  for  believing  those  aooiariaatiaal  aairaclea 
*?*  •**•••■  ••»  Oods  word  tbroogh  Hto  Gboreb,  on  which 
tba  OMbebo  nets  the  adraalaa  of  the  Uw  aad  tba  gospel. 
■  "^  •mar  avideaaa  tbaa  ann's  word,  oa  wbiab  raat  tba 
akaolaaof  eoeiaaiaatiMl  btotory  ? 

.  J  **7  *^'*^  '*  *''>*  distinction  betwaas  vactohaOW 
tode  and  evidenoe,  and  so  vwv  dear  (aa  I  oaaaUar) 
V  ^?  **  n  "**  °'  argument  founded  on  it,  that  I 
kbpoM  really  for  ny  own  aatistaolion  like  your  bird. 
AipHi  aworanoa  that  yoa  bad  oarefully  read,  not  aMtaly 
dipped  ipto,  m  Uttmn,  bafbaa  j9m  daUvaral  yow  apaaob. 
Certaia  it  ti,  that  anai  paefliL  ifco^  ibay  are  sot  tbaft 
parallabof  apawwiafy— r  rfi|iMi< aadeaadid  aiad, 

^^  *^  draoaalaaawriaMalaia  tba  aaak  IMr 
aoaldaMa  tbat  year  iordabip  will  lad  yaanaif  aUatosa. 
Madia  tba  word  '•  dtogaa,^M  aaaaftafla  to  ba  applied  to 
""."■'■"  !?*••!•'»••<«»••  •Ppwra,  at  leaatyooeaa* 

*—'  Taf7,trnly  years, 

JOUJI  U.  NgWXAJi,  Coogr.  Orat. 


No.  5. 

THE  BISHOP  OP  KORWICH  TO  DR.   NEWMAN. 

Norwich,  October  17. 

My  dear  Newman — One  of  the  secretaries  of  the  Bible 
Society  has  asked  my  permission  to  reprint  what  I  said  as 
chairman  of  the  meeting  at  Norwich.  I  will  most  readily 
avail  myself  of  this  reprint  to  withdraw  the  expression  "  dis- 
gust," as  it  appears  to  be  offensive.  I  will  also,  as  is  due  to 
you,  have  a  note  appended,  referring  to  the  passages  in  your 
writings,  to  which  my  observations  were  more  particularly 
directed,  and  stating  that  you  disavow  the  construction  which 
I  put  on  them. 

At  the  same  time  I  am  unable  still  to  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  of  the  dangerous  tendency  which  I 
have  represented  them  to  have.  If  you  maintain, 
as  you  distinctly  do,  not  only  the  antecedent  probability 

iavdHility  in  that  sense)  of  the  legendary  miracles, 
)ut  your  tirm  belief  in  certain  of  them,  specifically  stated,  as 
facts  proved,  and  if  you  further  contend  that  these  miracles 
are  only  a  continuation  of  those  recorded  in  Scripture,  the 
impression  appears  to  me  inevitable,  that  the  legendary 
channel  through  which  God  must  have  appointed  them  to  be 
attested  and  preserved  lias  a  purpose  and  authority  the 
same  with  Scripture.  What  I  should  fear  is,  not  indeed  that 
the  generality  of  your  readers  will  exalt  legends  into  Scrip- 
ture ;  but  that,  seeing  grounds  for  discrediting  the  legends, 
they  will  look  on  all  narratives  of  miracles,  scriptural 
and  legendary,  as  alike  doubtful,  and  more  than  doubtful. 
In  short,  your  view,  as  I  see  it,  tends  to  a  scepticism  and 
infidelity  of  which  I  fully  acquit  you. 

The  report  of  your  speech  at  Birmingham  I  read  in  the 
Times,  but  the  quotation  which  I  sent  to  Mr.  Cobb,  I  took 
from  a  letter  in  the  Sfjcctaior  of  Sept.  27,  the  writer's  quota- 
tion, according  with  my  impression  of  your  speech  as  re- 
ported, containing  words  to  that  effect. 

The  kind  present  which  you  propose  for  me  will,  I  assure 
you,  be  valued,  if  for  no  more,  as  a  token  that  we  are  still 
friends,  notwithatandin^;  a  wide  severance  in  matters  of  faith, 
and  that  we  may  still  believe  all  things,  and  hope  all  things 
for  one  another.  My  dear  Newman,  yours  truly, 

S.  Norwich. 

No.  6. 

DR.  NEWMAK  TO  THE  BISHOP  OP  NORWICH. 

Oratory,  Birmingham,  October  19. 

My  dear  Lord — I  tkank  your  lordship  with  all  my  heart 
for  your  very  kind  aadfrieodly  letter  just  received,  and  for 
your  most  frank  and  oandid  compliance  with  the  request 
which  I  felt  it  my  duty  (o  make  to  you. 

It  is  a  great  sattsfactiou  to  me  to  nave  been  able  to  remove 
a  misapprehension  of  my  meaning  from  your  mind.  There 
still  remains,  I  confess,  wliat  is  no  misapprehension,  though 
I  grieve  it  should  be  aeause  of  uneasiness  to  you — my  avowal 
that  the  miraculous  gift  has  never  left  the  Church  since  the  i 
time  of  the  Apostles,  though  displaying  itself  under  different  ' 
circumstances,  aud  that  certain  reputed  miracles  are  real 
instances  of  its  exhibition.  The  former  of  these  two  points 
I  hold  in  common  with  all  Catholics  ;  the  latter  on  my  own 
private  Judgment,  which  I  impose  on  no  one. 

If  I  keep  to  my  intention  of  making  our  correspondence 
public,  it  la,  I  Msure  yow,  noi  only  as  wishing  to  clear  my- 
belf  of  the  imputation  which  has  in  various  quarters  been 
oast  upon  my  Lecture,  but  al8o,in  no  slight  measure,  because 
I  am  able  to  present  to  the  worid  the  specimen  of  an  anti- 
Catholic  disputant,  as  fair  aod  honourable  in  his  treatment 
of  an  opponent,  and  as  mindful  of  old  recollections,  as  he  is 
firm  and  distiact  in  the  eounctatiort  of  his  own  theological 
view. 


Tbat  Um  Btannl  lf«f«}ra*)r«««rw«(«ll  ov«r  jrou  anci  gaid« 
Towsmoillfulrind  kitUaUy"  JOHB  H.  NlWILUI. 


Tbat  Um  Btannl  lf«f«|r 
yo«,  MdiU/oa  with  aU  kaowUdfi  and  with  all  pMoe,  i», 
aaj  6mt  loco,  Um  momtv  prayw  «t 


